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Qpi ni on by Hanak, Adm nistrative Trademark Judge:

Nort hwest Airlines, Inc. (applicant) seeks to register
NORTHWEST Al RLI NES WORLDSERVI CES in typed draw ng form for
“aircraft repair and mai nt enance services provided for
others” (class 37) and for “airline transportation services
provided for others” (class 39). The intent-to-use

application was filed on October 3, 1997. Applicant

di sclaimed the exclusive right to use Al RLINES.
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Citing Sections 2(e)(1) and 6(a) of the Trademark Act,
the exam ning attorney refused registration because
applicant did not disclaimWRLDSERVICES. It is the
contention of the exam ning attorney that this word is
nerely descriptive of both types of services for which
appl i cant seeks registration.

When the refusal to register was nmade final, applicant
appeal ed to this Board. Applicant and the exam ning
attorney filed briefs. Applicant did not request an oral
heari ng.

As has been stated repeatedly, “a termis nerely
descriptive if it forthwith conveys an i nmedi ate idea of
the ingredients, qualities or characteristics of the goods

[or services].” In re Abcor Devel opnent Corp., 588 F.2d

811, 200 USPQ 215, 218 (CCPA 1978) (enphasis added);

Abercronbie & Fitch Co. v. Hunting Wirld, Inc., 537 F.2d 4,

189 USPQ 759, 765 (2" Cir. 1976). Moreover, the i mediate
i dea nust be conveyed forthwith with a “degree of

particularity.” In re TM5S Corp. of the Anericas, 200 USPQ

57, 59 (TTAB 1978); In re Entenmann’s Inc., 15 USPQR2d 1750,

1751 (TTAB 1990), aff’'d 90-1495 (Fed. Cir. February 13,
1991).
We begin our analysis by a review of the evidence

whi ch the exami ning attorney has submitted in an effort to
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establish that WORLDSERVI CES is descriptive of aircraft
repair and airline transportation services. At the outset,
we note that the exam ning attorney concedes that he has
been unable to | ocate any dictionary definition of the term
WORLDSERVI CES, whet her depicted as one word or two words,

or whether depicted in the singular or plural form

(Exam ning attorney’s brief page 6). O course, the
absence of the term WORLDSERVI CES (one word or two;

singular or plural) is not dispositive of the issue of nere
descri pti veness.

The exam ning attorney’ s evidence consists of excerpts
of stories appearing in the NEXIS data base and five third-
party registrations where in the term WORLD SERVI CE(S) has
been disclaimed. It should be nmade clear that the
exam ning attorney has nade of record no NEXI S excerpts or
third-party registrations involving the term WORLDSERVI CES
wherein said term has been depicted as one word, either in
the singular or plural form

As noted in Ofice action nunber 3, the exam ning
attorney has separated the NEXI S excerpts into two groups
-- those dealing with industries or endeavors totally
unrelated to the airline industry (exhibit C) and those
related to the airline industry (exhibit D). O course, it

is fundanental that the mere descriptiveness of a word or
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termis not judged in the abstract, but rather is judged in
relationship to the goods and services for which

registration is sought. Abcor Devel opnment, 200 USPQ at

215. Accordingly, while we will not ignore those NEXI S
excerpts dealing with industries totally unrelated to the
airline industry (exhibit C, we wll give nore weight to
those NEXI S excerpts related to the airline industry
(exhibit D).

Considering first the approxi mtely 15 NEXI S excerpts
conprising exhibit C, we note that the vast mpjority of
them (at least 12) are fromforeign publications or are
nmere wire service rel eases. Excerpts fromforeign
publications and wire services are entitled to very little
wei ght in determ ning whether a particular word or termis
nerely descriptive in the United States. Mreover, even if
we were to consider these foreign publications and wire
service rel eases, they denonstrate that the term“world
service” has no particular neaning. For exanple, an

excerpt of an article froma British Broadcasting

Corporation story states, in part, that “Radio Ukraine is

no longer a world service because its transm ssion zones
are confined to Europe, the Mddle East and Central Asia.”
The disparity in neanings of the term“world service” is

further denonstrated by the foll owi ng passage fromthe My
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18, 1999 issue of Investor’'s Business Daily, one of the few

publications submtted by the exam ning attorney which
appears in the United States: “And it [the Defense
Departnment] has used them [reservists] for mssions |ess
and less related to national defense than to world service
— disaster relief, peace keeping, nation-building and

di scretionary wars agai nst Yugoslavia and lraq.”

In short, because the evidence which the exam ning attorney
has submtted as exhibit C (1) consists primarily of
foreign publications and wire service rel eases; (2) deals
with industries and endeavors totally unrelated to the
airline industry; and (3) does not reveal any particul ar
nmeaning of the term“world service,” we find that said

evi dence does not advance the case of the exam ning
attorney in establishing that WORLDSERVI CES is nerely
descriptive for aircraft repair and airline transportation
servi ces.

Turning to the consideration of those NEXIS excerpts
whi ch pertain to the airline industry (exhibit D), we find
that these excerpt do not support the exam ning attorney’s
position in that not one of the excerpts uses the term
“world service(s)” in a descriptive fashion. Rather, when
the term“world service(s)” is used in connection with the

airline industry, it is used in a nanner of a trade nane or
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service mark. For exanple, an article appearing in The

Ti mes- Pi cayune of Decenber 5, 1996 contains the follow ng

sentence: “Pak is the president of Wirld Service, an
airline cleaning and supply service.” Moreover, nany of
the stories nmake reference to Pan Am Wrld Services, a
former division of Pan AmAirlines. In sum in considering
those NEXI S stories dealing specifically with the airline
industry (exhibit D), we find that these stories in no way
establish that the term“world service” is nerely
descriptive. |Indeed, if anything, these stories have
conditioned the public to view Wrld Service as a
proprietary term
Finally, we note that the exam ning attorney has

submtted as exhibit E five third-party registrations where
inthe term“world service(s)” has been disclainmed. Two
comments are in order. First, none of these five
regi strations involve services even renotely related to the
services for which the applicant seeks registration.
Second, in any event, we are not privy as to why the five
registrants elected to disclaimthe term“world
service(s).”

Havi ng considered all the exam ning attorney’s
evidence, we find that in its totality it sinple fails to

establish that the term WORLDSERVI CES is nerely descriptive
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for aircraft repair and airline transportation service.
| ndeed, as just noted, the exam ning attorney’s own
evi dence pertaining to the airline industry (exhibit D),
suggests, if anything, that in this particular industry the
termWrld Service has been used in a manner so as to
condition the relevant purchasing public to viewit as a
proprietary term

Havi ng determ ned that the exam ning attorney has
failed to neet his burden of proof, we could end this
opinion at this point. However, one final coment is in
order. It has been held that words such as GLOBE or WORLD
have such “sweeping, all-inclusive neanings” such that said
ternms are sinple not geographically descriptive. See 2 J.

McCarthy, McCarthy on Trademarks and Unfair Conpetition

section 14:7 at page 14-15 (4th ed. 2000) and cases cited
therein. O course, the issue before us presently is not
the issue of primarily geographically descriptive, but

rat her the issue of nerely descriptive. However, we think
that the sane reasoning applies in both instances. The
word “worl d” has many neani ngs including the planet earth;
t he whol e universe; the human race; and a great deal or a

| arge amount. Webster’s New Wrld Dictionary (2d ed.

1970). We do not think that consuners of aircraft repair

services or airline transportation services, upon seeing
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t he term WORLDSERVI CES, woul d believe that said services
are actually rendered everywhere. |Indeed, applicant, a
maj or international airline, does not offer services in
many significant parts of the world, including the
continents of Africa, Australia and South Anerica. Rather,
we believe that consunmers, upon seeing the term

WORLDSERVI CES, woul d be nore likely to cone away with a
vague notion that said services are extensive or that said
services are world class (i.e. highin quality). 1In short,
t he term WORLDSERVI CES does not convey any information
about applicant’s services with the aforenentioned required
“degree of particularity.”

Decision: The refusal to register is reversed.



